Featuring prominently on the cover of the original publication of the Gospel of Judas, these lines have been badly misinterpreted, along with those that come aft er them, in which it is said that Judas looked up and "he" entered the cloud. 3 For scholars who see Judas in this second-century Sethian text as a positive fi gure, either wholly or in part, 57,15-26 is a key passage. In their view, it is the moment of his transfi guration, enlightenment, liberation, or redemption.
4
A recently published example of this view appears in Seonyoung Kim's article from the volume of proceedings of the 2006 Sorbonne conference. In the fi rst section of the article, Kim rightly distinguishes "the negative function of the stars" in the Gospel of Judas from both the role of the young gods in the Timaeus and the system of beneficent and malefi cent planets in Ptolemy's Tetrabiblos.
5 Yet, discussing 57,15-26 in the third section of the article, Kim seems to forget this distinction. In an attempt to deal with the apparent disconnect between the star that "leads the way" for Judas at the end of the text and the star in a previous passage that deceives Judas into thinking he could join the holy generation in the divine realm beyond the visible cosmos, Kim writes:
[T]he character of the Judas's star [sic] is not the same as in an earlier part of the text. Clearly, while interpreting Judas's own vision, Jesus said, 'Your star has led you astray (45, (13) (14) .' Judas was deceived by his star and misunderstood his vision. However, in the latter part of the text, preceding the scene of Judas's entering into the luminous cloud (57, (22) (23) , Jesus said, 'It is your star that leads the way (57, (19) (20) . [Kim's footnote here reads: Literally, he is his star.] A sudden change in the characteristic 3 Gos. Jud. TC 57,21-26. 4 Refer to Kasser et al. 2006a, 10, 44 n. 143, 100-1, 164-5, 169; Ehrman 2006b, 96, 180; Pagels-King 2007, 90, 98, 164; also Gathercole 2007a, 107-8, 111-13 ; and now the somewhat less assertive statements, that is, excepting Ehrman's, in Kasser et al. 2008, 16, 52 n. 156, 87-88, 145, 154. 5 Kim 2008, 295-6. 
